PolityIV over time 1960 1962 1964 1966 1968 1970 1972 1974 1976 1978 1980 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 Vanhanen ID over time Notes: Each measure has been re-scaled so that they range from 0-10, with higher scores implying better Quality of Government. Average scores are taken on a decade by decade base. We are only able to present two decades of our sample, due to lack of data for the WBGI and ICRG prior to 1984.Authoritarian regime types are according to Geddes (1999) and Wright (2008) . 
Appendix (B). DATA SUMMARY
Here is a summary of the basic data sources from which we obtained data. The economic data used are obtained from the Penn World Table version 
APPENDIX (C). CLASSIFICATIONS

Alternative econometric specification
We performed a second set of robustness tests and ran the growth-regression also with OLS to see if this produced similar results. With both fixed effects and random effects we obtain a significantly negative coefficient of years in office on growth, confirming the GMM results. These coefficients are somewhat lower than those resulting from the GMM regressions, but that is expected acknowledging the fact that the OLS may be downward biased. Table 2 . (c) Corrected T-statistics are in brackets. Significance level at which the nulls hypothesis is rejected: ***, 1 percent; **, 5 percent, and *, 10 percent.
Varying dictator effects
To shed more light on the varying regional effects, we divided our dataset in 3 different subsamples (Latin America, Asia and Sub-Sahara Africa/ Middle-East) and re-estimated the model. The results show that all regions suffer, to various degrees, by the 'dictator effect'. 1960-2009. (b) Corrected T-statistics are in brackets. Significance level at which the null hypothesis is rejected: ***, 1 percent; **, 5 percent, and *, 10 percent.
(c) Controls include all variables used in table 2.
(d) Second (and latter) lags were used as instruments in the first-differenced equations and their once-lagged first differences were used in the levels equation.
(e) Two-step results using robust standard errors corrected for finite samples (using Windmeijer's correction (2005)).Time dummies are included in all regressions. 1960-2009 (column 1), and 1984-2009 (column 2) . (b) Corrected T-statistics are in brackets. Significance level at which the null hypothesis is rejected: ***, 1 percent; **, 5 percent, and *, 10 percent. (c) Second (and latter) lags were used as instruments in the first-differenced equations and their oncelagged first differences were used in the levels equation. 
Alternative quality of government measures
